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am not at all inclined to dissent from this opinion, for I bear in mind the
history of the years 1829, 1846, and iS6^9 as illustrative of the respective
capacity of the two parties to deal under certain circumstances with sharply
controverted matters. In this view no question can arise for those connected
with the Liberal party, until the Ministers have given their reply upon a sub-
ject which they are well entitled to have submitted to them*
This too revealing draft, to which we must return in a moment, was
never sent.   Instead, a second draft, seemingly made at the same
time, was, as would appear from a note on it in Gladstone's hand-
writing to Lord Richard Grosvenor and pencil adaptations in Lord
Richard's, sent in the form of a letter from Lord Richard as follows:
eMr. Gladstone wishes me to thank you for the paper which you
have sent him containing the views of Mr. Parnell on the subject
of Irish Government.  The important subject to which it relates
could but be considered by the Government of the day, but all information
in regard to it is of great interest to him. He will strictly observe
your injunction as to secrecy: and intends to take a very early
opportunity in Midlothian of declaring my [sic] views of the present
position of the Liberal and Conservative parties in relation to Mr.
Parnell and his friends, and to the policy they may propose to pursue.'
This evasive reply and Gladstone's equally evasive public utterances
were all that Parnell had to go on before the general election. He
held the door open till almost the last moment, and then threw the
Irish vote on the conservative side.
The first draft shows plainly how Gladstone had pondered the
precedents of catholic emancipation, the repeal of the corn laws, and
the democratization of the franchise, and was casting Lord Salisbury
for the part played in 1859 by Wellington and Peel, in 1845-6 by
Peel, and in 1867 by Disraeli. This is the key to certain passages in
the documents quoted by Morley—e.g. Gladstone's letter to Gran-
ville of 5 October 1885 (&&*» bk, ix, c. i)-—which without it are
almost enigmas; as also to some sentences in the Midlothian speeches.
Deeply aware of the advantages accruing to the public on the pre-
vious occasions, he perhaps thought too little of the penalties which
the role had in each case entailed on the player. Yet the whole
situation created by the Salisbury-Carnarvon alliance with Parnell
pointed to the analogy; and we know now that Salisbury and Car-
narvon were themselves thinking of it.
Thus Sir A. Hardinge's Life of Carnarvon records (iii. 164) of July
1885, when Carnarvon was mooting his plans to meet Parnell;
'A serious discussion ensued with Lord Salisbury; the latter
thought that many of the Party would be ready to accept a "for-
ward policy", but he himself could not play Peel's part in 1829 and
1845.'

